Putney to Waterloo to make it easier for him to visit and instruct Adelaide in Latin, mathematics, history, and geography. Alice Fulcher, the Doggett's maid, several times came upon Dyson and Adelaide in positions unusual for a tutor and pupil, once surprising them on the floor together.
Edwin's illness
Adelaide no longer shared a bed with Edwin. Both slept in the drawing room; she on a couch, he on a folding bed. One reason was Edwin's foul smelling breath. Some time previously an inexpert dentist had cut back Edwin's decaying teeth to the gums and supplied dentures. Furthermore, Edwin was convinced that he had syphilis and apparently took mercury to treat it. In December 1885 Edwin was treated by Dr Alfred Leach, who diagnosed diarrhoea and gastritis. A more competent dentist treated his painful mouth and removed decayed teeth and stumps. Although his physical health improved, Edwin remained depressed, deluded, and hysterical.
Adelaide requested a second opinion on Edwin's condition, giving the remarkable reason, "If Mr Bartlett does not get better soon his friends and relations will accuse me of poisoning him." Accordingly a Dr Dudley was called in. Edwin's gums were inflamed but otherwise his physical health was sound. Dudley recommended a daily walk outside. Edwin apparently suddenly began to demand his marital rights, a prospect Adelaide dreaded because of his rank breath and because Edwin had almost betrothed her to Reverend Dyson.
On 27 December 1885 Adelaide asked Reverend Dyson to buy her some chloroform. A heavy colourless fluid with a sweet sickly smell, its vapour has been used as an anaesthetic because it is easily administered, is not inflammable, and acts quickly.
It is dangerous, however, and a small dose can sometimes cause sudden death by stopping the heart. Liquid chloroform was applied to the skin as a liniment to ease rheumatic pains and one or two drops on a lump of sugar helped seasickness. But liquid chloroform burns the skin and any substantial amount taken orally is likely to be lethal. Because it breaks up fat, it was used as a stain remover.
Dyson wanted to know why Adelaide hadn't asked Edwin's doctor for the chloroform. Adelaide replied that Edwin suffered from an internal complaint which cause paroxysms and of which the doctor was ignorant but she knew from previous experience would be eased by chloroform. Dyson Analysis of the deceased's stomach contents disclosed eight to nine drops of chloroform. Taking into account the speed at which the poison is dispersed, the lethal dose was estimated to be much greater. Further traces of the substance were also found in the intestinal tract.
The defence called no witness of its own, nor was it able to call Adelaide to give sworn evidence on her own behalf (this was not allowed until the Civil Evidence Act of 1898 gave the accused the choice of testifying or not). The closing speech for the defence lasted nearly six hours and, as well as highlighting evidence-which pointed to suicide, Edward Clarke drew attention to the lack ofmotive in the case.
In his summing up Mr Justice Wills drew attention to contraceptives which had been found in Edwin's clothing, suggesting that he and Adelaide had enjoyed the usual sexual relations of marriage. Adelaide's reason for needing the chloroform, to repel unwanted advances, would then be discredited.
When the jury returned to court after considering its verdict the foreman said: "although we think grave suspicion is attached to the prisoner, we do not think there is sufficient evidence to show how or by whom the chloroforn was administered." The foreman then confirmed that the verdict was not guilty.
This was greeted with rapturous applause, although at the beginning of the trial public opinion seemed to be heavily against Adelaide.
The whole truth Sir James Paget of St Bartholomew's Hospital may have stated that, having been acquitted, the defendant, "Should tell us in the interests of science how she did it." But the whole truth about what happened in those Pimlico lodgings may never be known.
Edward Clarke believed that Edwin committed suicide, having heard the dentist whom he visited use the word necrosis, which he may have thought meant that he was suffering from gangrene. He pictured Edwin pouring chloroform into the wine glass while his wife was out of the room and drinking its contents.
When later Adelaide realised he was dead she had poured brandy into the same glass. If this were so it is puzzling that a man wanting to surreptitiously commit suicide while his wife was out ofthe room should waste time pouring the poison he intended to take into a wine glass. Why not drink straight from the bottle?
Dr Leach wrote later in the Lancet that he thought Edwin took the chloroform maliciously to distress his BMJ voLuME 309 24-31 DECEMBER 1994 wife with his symptoms after she had admitted her intentions of using it on him. Presumably his intention would not have been to kill himself but only to make 
